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PER CURI AM

Mrtle M Watson appeals the summary judgnent in favor of
Par amount Parks, Inc. Watson tripped and fell over a water neter
cover that protruded approximately five-eighths of an inch in a
maj or pedestrian thoroughfare in the park.

Wat son conplains that the district court's finding that 20
mllion people wal ked over the path w thout incident is exagger-
ated. The court's finding, however, was based on t he deposition of
the park's safety officer who estimated that in the past 28 years
19 to 21 mllion people visited the park. In any event, it is
undi sputed that several mllion people wal ked over the park's
t horoughfares since the water neter was installed in 1975 w t hout
conplaint or notice to the park that the neter cover was a dan-
gerous or hazardous condition. The evidence al so disclosed that
I ndependent safety inspectors, as well as park enpl oyees, wal ked
over the pedestrian thoroughfare wi thout reporting that the neter
cover created an unsafe and dangerous condition.

The district court's conclusion that Watson coul d produce no
evi dence that Paranount had notice of an unsafe or dangerous
condition is well grounded in fact and Virginia law. W affirm
for reasons adequately stated by the district court. WAtson v.

Par anmpunt Parks, Inc., CA-95-900 (E.D. Va. 1996).
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